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PROSPECTUS. 





“Tir AMERICAN JUBILEE” proposes a proclamation of 
‘liberty throughout all the land, unto all the inhabitants 
thereof.” It demands of the American Government, and 
the American People, the immediate and unconditional 
abolition of American Slavery. 

It makes this demand on behalf of three millions of 
Americans already enslaved, on behalf of twenty millions 
more in process of becoming enslaved, and on behalf of the 
untold millions of their posterity, who must be enslaved 
for ages to come, unless American Slavery be over 
thrown, 

It urges this demand in the name of humanity chattel- 
ized, republicanism disgraced, religion dishonored, the 
Holy Scriptures perverted, the Saviour blasphemed, the 
laws of nature and of nature’s God trampled under 
foot. 

It denies that the Federal Government, under the 
Federal Constitution, has either a moral or a political 
right to tolerate slavery, in any of the States belonging to 
the Federal Union, for a single day. 

“The United States SHALL guarantee to EVERY State 
in the Union a republican form of government.”—Consti- 
tution. 

“The foundation of republican government is the right 
of every citizen, in his person and property, and in their 
management.” — Jefferson, 

It denies that “the reserved rights of the States” in- 
clade any such right as that of holding property in man, 
as nosuch “right” can exist; and Mr. Madison tells us 
that the Federal Convention would not permit the Con- 
stitution to recognize any such right— Vide Madison 
Papers. 

It affirms that the Constitution unequivocally inhibits 
the States from maintaining slavery. 

“No State shall pass any bill of attainder, or laws im- 
pairing the obligation of contracts.” And “No person 
shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due 

process of law.” — Constitution. 

It affirms that the Constitution was formed by “the 


people of the United States,” (all of them,) “to secure the 
blessings of rtrerty for (themselves) and (their) posterity,” 
without exception or distinction of race or color, And 
hence, wo portion of “the people of the United States” 
ean be constitutionally enslaved, and the declared object 
of the Constitution requires the Federal Government to 
“secure the blessings of liberty” to each and all of 
them. 

If the Constitution is not available for these purposes 
it is of no practical value, it is condemned by its own high 
professions, and the people have no alternative left them 
but to provide a better government for their protection, 
or become the serfs of the petty oligarchy of one or two 
hundred thousand slaveholders, who are now suffered to 
control and insult a great nation. 

The “Amertoan Justten” recognizes a “ higher law” 
than mere human enactments. It affirms, with all the 
great writers on Common Law, that “statutes against 
fundamental morality are void;” that “no human laws 
have any validity if contrary to the law of God, and such 
of them as are valid derive all their force, mediately, or 
immediately, from this original”.—Forrtescur, 

On this ground, as well as from the admitted absence 
of any positive law in this country, establishing slavery ; 
from the known ii.zompetency of thé colonial legislatures 
under British common law, to legalize it; from the ascer- 
tained illegality of the African slave trade, by which the 
colonies were supplied with slaves ; and from the unanim- 
ous declaration of the thirteen original States, in the very 
act of establishing their independent ~»vernments, that all 
“just governments” are founded on the “inalienable 
right” of “all men” to “life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness,” we affirm the absolute illegality of American 
slavery. We deny that it has any more legality in 
Georgia than in Massachusetts; that it is any more legal 
than the African slave-trade, or any other form of piracy 
and crime. 

The object of this paper will be to unfold, explain, 
vindicate, and propagate these sentiments, calling on the 
people to maintain them at the ballot-box, thus providing 
for a federal legislature, a federal judiciary, and a 
federal executive, that shall give them a national expres- 
sion and force. 





THE REAL NEBRASKA QUESTION, 





Tne St. Louis Republican, discussing the late meetings 
on the frontier, gives us this inkling of the kind of 
os ees sovereignty” which is upheld by the slave- 
holders of Missouri : 


“They have as much right to go upon Kansas Territory 
with their slaves and ether property, as any fanatical son 
of New-England, and this right they will assert at all ha- 


zards,” 
So, you see, there is to be no legislation, no adjusdica- 


tion, even, preliminary to slaveholding, in Kansas; but the 
disciples of Atchison are to cross right over into that ter- 
ritory with their slaves, and hold them in bondage there 
by virtue of their Bowie-knives and reyolyera,—N. Y. 
Tribune. 


Well, Messrs, “ Practicables,” what are you going 
to do about it, so long as you, yourselves, and the 
great public, with your approval, concede to the 
“squatters” the corner-stone principle upon which 
their “ Bowie-knife sovereignty” is founded, namely, 
the legality and constitutionality of slaveholding ? 
Admitting their slaves to be their “ property,” why 
have they not the same right to carry them there as 
the New-Englanders have to go there with their 
“property”? Will you send out an armed Northern 
emigration, to put down, with “ Bowie-knives and re- 





volyers,” an admitted legal and constitutional right 























in “property”? Would a Northern public senti- 
ment, thus shaped and neutralized, sustain them in 
it? Would their own consciences, thus mis-educated 
and trammelled, sustain them in their reflecting mo- 
ments? Under the Nebraska bill, (if that be law,) 
the slaveholding squatters will have “the Jaw on 
their side.” If it be not law, then it must be because 
no other pro-slavery legislation is law—a principle 
which you, Messrs. “ Practicables,” haye derided as 
“a mere abstraction’—not worth teaching, even if 
true, being of no practical bearing ! 

Will you reach your remedy by a repeal of the 
Nebraska bill, and the reénactment of the old prohi- 
bition? Ilow will you do this, and make the probibi- 
tion effectual, without a corresponding and adequate 
public sentiment and public conscience? And how 
will you get these without a deep and abiding sensv 
of the illegality and unconstitutionality of slavehold- 
ing? If the people believe slavery to be legal and 
constitutional, and if you, too, gentlemen, believe 
it, how will you convince them that the prohibition 
of property-holding. would not be sheer usurpation — 
anti-republican and despotic 

“We are a law-abiding people.” If we belicve 
slayeholding to be lawful, we shall abide by it and 
protect it. We shall abide by the Fugitive-Slave’ 
bill, (as was seen in Boston,) and we shall abide by 
the Nebraska bill, so long as we abide by the legaliiy 
of slaveholdiug. Abiding by the latter, we must, by 
a law of our natures, abide by the former. 

Parchment constitutions, compacts, and statutes, 
are worth nothing, without a corresponding public 
sentiment to give them vitality. Without these 
they become a dead letter, and the public decency 
of a “ law-abiding people” requires their expurgation 
from the statute-book. A people who believe in the 
legality of slaveholding, can not maintain and perpe- 
tuate legislative prohibitions of slaveholding. The 
thing is not possible, One historical verification of 
this truth we have just now got,in the Nebraska bill. 
Another will ere long follow, in the removal or nulli- 
fication. of aZl Northern prohibitions of slaveholding, 
unless the Northern community shall repudiate the 
leyality of slaveholding. The paper or parchment 
law has got to conform to the ideal of law in the 
minds of the people by whose votes the parchments 
are determined. You can not-elevate the character 
of the parchments above that of their votes. Nor 
can you elevate their votes above their ideal of law. 

You may call all this “mere abstracéion.” But 
it is the abstraction that. shapes and expounds his- 
tory—the abstraction, and in harmony with which 
God governs the world. Let all who would truly 
become “ practicables” understand this. Let them, 
in some rational sense of the maxim, learn to “ take 
the world as it is.” And since they live in a world 
whose Creator and Sovereign Ruler controls all its 
events by fixed laws, let them learn what those laws 
are, and adjust their activities accordingly, 

If this be “ultraism,” we are “ ultraists.” If this 
be “impracticable,” write us down for “impractica- 


bles,” 
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THE NEBRASKA BILL EXPOUNDED BY 
AUTHORITY. 


Senator Doveras during his recent visit to New- 
York City, was greeted by a gathering of his politi- 
cal supporters, including the notorious Captain 
Isaiah Rynders, of moboeratic notoriety, with his 
“Empire Guard,” of the Empire Club, who fired a 
salute in the Park, and then marched to the lodgings 
of the Senator, at St. Nicholas’ Hotel, accompanied 
by a posse of Government officials. Several banners 
with inscriptions were displayed; among them the 
following : 

“For the Union intact. A black line shall not 
be drawn across our country.” 

Captain Rynders announeed the introduction of 
Senator Douglas, which was made by Mr. Purdy. 
The Senator addressed the assembly as his “ friends 
and fellow-citizens.” In the course of his remarks, 
he said, “ He would have no black line cutting the 
glorious Union into sections, and would have traitors 
to the Union treated as traitors ought to be.” 

The meaning of the inscription indorsed by Sena- 
tor Douglas is unmistakable. The Missouri Com- 
promise line, attempting a distinction between the 
area of slavery and that of freedom, is evidently “ the 
Llack line” intended ; for Mr. Douglas had just said, 
“the Missouri Compromise was well repealed.” No 
such black line is hereafter to be drawn across the 
country, No distinction is hereafter to be recog- 
nized by the Federal Government, between free and 
slave States. As the Government holds slavery to be 
sacred, and entitled to the Federal protection, South 
of the line, just so it henceforth holds slavery to be 
sacred and entitled to the Federal protection Worth of 
the line: or rather, there is to be no line at all. All 
the States are to be slave States ; for the Constitution 
knows no difference between them, and it is admitted 
by almost every body that slavery is constitutional 
at the South. Of course it must be at the North. 





{From the N.Y. Daily Tribune of June 17.] 
THE BASIS OF EFFORT. 


We receive innumerable letters of suggestions with re- 
gard to the ground on which the North shall be mustered 
and concentrated for the struggle now before us. Some of 
these letters propose the repeal of the Fugitive-Slave Law ; 
others, the purification of the District of Columbia; others, 
the denial of future slave representation ; others stilJ, the 
rejection of any State which applies for admission with a 
slave constitution; but all are agreed in demanding the 
repeal of the Nebraska iniquity. The mere statement of 
these facts indicates the only practicable basis of union. 
We can harmonize, act together, and triumph on the basis 
of Resistance To Dovatas’s Nepraska Brit, anv A De- 
MAND For ITs Repeat, and on no other. On that basis, 
thousands of our most conservative, prudent, and cautious 
citizens will disregard all party appeals, and act heartily 
with us. But let us attempt to rally on an anti-slavery 
platform—no matter how broad, or how narrow—and we 
shall very certainly be distracted or overwhelmed. 

Up to this hour, the North has always divided, and been 
beaten in any collision with the Slavery Propaganda. And 
the general reason for this has been ultraism and impracti- 
cability on the part of those who attempted to lead, or a 
good part of them; they have called on the people to fol- 
low them in different directions, and further than the 
people would go, and they have thus thrown the whole 
array into disorder and confusion. Thus we have been re- 
peatedly beaten, and thus (if we repeat the old folly) we 
shall again be beaten. We can only win by taking ground 
on which a majority can to-day be brought to stand, and 
only going forward when we can feel that our footing is 
sure. 

“* Why,” says a hearty Abolitionist, “I don’t want to go 
back to the A B OC of anti-slavery effort. Iam now a good 
way beyond Mat.” Very well; so are we. We mean to 
have the Fugitive-Slave Law paralyzed, Western Texas 
made a free State, the national metropolis purified, and 
even more than that. We shall speak out on any or all of 
these points, as we find time and incitement. But voting, 
when you come to that, is a matter of majorities, and one 
majority is worth more than ten minorities to effect an 
amendment of laws, Slavery has worsted us in past en- 
counters by only attempting one thing at a time, and that 
the thing nearest to hand. We mean to use the wisdom 








Here is another nut for the tusks of those who do 
admit the constitutionality of Southern slavery. 
Success to them in cracking and digesting it | 

All who resist this extension of slavery over the 
whole country are furthermore to be treated as 
traitors, and such patriots as Captain Rynders are to 
be commissioned with the enforcement of the decree. 

But look again. The “banner” and the “ inscrip- 
tion”—well preserved—after the Douglas and Rynder 
dynasty shall have done with them, may be brought 
into a far different use, on some future occasion. 
Suppose the people of the North should, one day, 
take it into their heads to elect, as they are well 
able to do, a President, Vice-President, and Con- 
gress, pledged to treat slavery as illegal and uncon- 
stitutional, in all the States. Suppose the new Presi- 
dent elect comes to our city, and puts up at the St. 
Nicholas—no! at the mammoth temperance hotel 
that is yet to be—and there receives the greetings 
of his friends. The inscription still reads— 

“ For the Union intact. A black line shall not 
be drawn across our Country.” 

And suppose the new President says in his speech 
that “he will have no black line cutting the glorious 
Union into: sections,” etc., etc., “thus proclaiming 
liberty throughout al/ the land unto all the inhabit- 
ants thereof.” 

Mr. Douglas-is not President yet. Nor will he 
ever be, if the friends of liberty are wise enough, in 
their generation, to put up a candidate qualified to 
meet the enemy on the true ground. A watchful 
Providence is using the leaders of the slavery party 
as its unwitting and unwilling instruments in con- 


she has beaten into us, or beaten us into, While we shall 
speak our whole mind on every aspect of the times, we 
stand ready to codperate, for the immediate contest, with all 
who in good faith will act with us for the overthrow and 
punishment of the Missouri compact-breakers. When we 
have finished that job, we shall be ready to see what is 
next to be done. 

We want to begin by returning to the neat Congress all 
the Members of the present from free States, who earnestly 
endcavored to sustain the Missouri restriction, and throw 
out all who did not. The only questions we should ask of 
those who voted right all through the late struggle in the 
House is; “Gentlemen! wall you keep doing so? Willyou, 
as we do, postpone all considerations of party until we shall 
together have punished the Nebraska conspirators to de- 
fraud and degrade the North?” If you answer, “ Yes,” 
give us your hands, and let us fight it out together, Fur- 
ther inquiries we reject, as not suited to the present emer- 
gency. If we lived in Gerrit Smith’s district, and he would 
run again, we should vote for him, not expecting to like his 
votes in Congress on most questions apart from Nebraska. 
Ditto of John Wheeler; ditto of Mr. Peck, whom we want 
to vote for if he means to go straight throngh as he has be- 
gun, although we don’t know him, never voted for, and pro- 
bably never with him ; and don’t know that we shall agree 
on a single question other than this of the violation of the 
Missouri compact. If the North can only send back all but 
half a dozen of the Representatives who proved faithful in 
the late contest, and beat all but half a dozen of these who 
betrayed her, she will not have to fight another battle on a 
retreat for a life-time. 

That Nebraska bill, as it has been driven through Con- 
gress over its rules, and in violation of all propriety and de- 
cency, is steeped in fraud and villainy. It is a cheat from 
its first pretense of popular sovereignty, to its last juggling 
show of granting equal rights to European immigrants, 
when it really gives them nothing—not even free permission 
to settle in the new territories, We are unwilling to anti- 
cipate the exposure which Messrs. Benton, Campbell, ‘and 





structing the platform upon which the friends of 
freedom are destined to conquer, 


Mace are said to be preparing; but we want the public at- 
| tention fixed on this act, until it shall be thoroughly sifted, 
' discussed, and understood, Odious as it is at the North, we 


know it is not even popular at the South, except, among 
slave traders and ambitious demagogues, who fancy it will 
-give them a chance to brand as abolitionists any rivals who 
shall venture openly to oppose it. Let us elect a House 
expressly to repeal or vitally amend it, and the Senate will 
not dare to stand out. And, when we ehall once fairly have 
breasted and rolled back the tide of pro-slavery aggression, 
we shall see what to do next. 





[For the New-York Tribune.] 

Mr. Eprror: I have read with much interest 
your editorial, under the above caption, in the Daily 
Tribune of June 17. As an early and earnest advo- 
cate of the measures you regard as characterized by 
“ultraism and impracticability,” I rely on your mag- 
nanimity and sense of justice, (not to myself par- 
ticularly, but to the class to whom I belong,) to 
allow me a reasonable hearing before the same readers 
to whom you have made your appeal. If any gene- 
ral understanding between the friends of progress i3 
to be attained, it must be by friendly discussion. 
And you will not blame me for asking whether a 
more convenient medium can be found for such a 
discussion than the Vew-York Tribune. 

You attribute our present disasters to the “ ultra- 
ism and impracticability” of those who insisted on 
“ going further than the people would go,” and you 
charge them with having “thus thrown the while 
array into disorder and confusion.” This charge is 
quite too sweeping and vague. Will you have the 
goodness to-specify sone particulars? When, where, 
and how was “the whole array” (that is, the array 
in favor of freedom, I must presume you mean,) 
“thrown into disorder and confusion” by this pro- 
cess? Was it when the supporters of Birney refused 
to abandon him, in order to “ véte for Henry Clay, 
and keep out Texas” ?—the same Henry Clay who, 
in company with the Fillmores and the Websters, 
whom his supporters drew in their train, gave us the 
Fugitive-Slave bill? Was the course of these men, 
when they did come into power, such as to do any 
discredit to the sagacity of the “ impracticables,” who 
doubted that their election would “ help to keep out 
Texas” ? 

Or was it the Free-Soil party that was “ ultra and 
impracticable,” in refusing to vote for Gen. Scott, 
who stood upon the same platform (substantially) 
with that of the party that elected Pierce? Was it 
then that “the whole ranks” (?) were “ thrown into 
confusion”? Would it have mended the matter to 
have had the Nebraska bill, like the Fugitive Slave 
bill, fastened upon us by a Whig, instead of a Demo- 
cratic administration? Or is there any evidence that 
a Whig administration, under the Whig Baltimore 
platform, approving the Fugitive Slave bill, and a 
President who indorsed it, would have warded off 
the Nebraska bill? No such evidence is afforded 
by the vote in Congress. As a matter of course, a 
Congressional minority will be expected to make an 
issue by opposing the leading measure of the ad- 
ministration party. And, besides, how does it ap- 
pear that the entire Free-Soil and Liberty party vote, 
added to the Whig vote, would have outnumbered 
the votes for Frank Pierce, and thus changed the 
result? As you rely solely on “majorities,” you 
must show that the “ ultras and impracticables” have 
prevented the attainment of a majority, of the type 
you are seeking after, before you can fairly throw 
upon them the blame of your disappointments. Can 
you show this? And can you inform us who they 
are that constitute “the whole array” against des- 
potism, how and under what flag they have been 
arrayed, and what they have done, and are doing? 
As we are the “impracticables,” who need to be re- 





claimed from our “ultraism,” it strikes mo that it 
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might be useful to show us what the practicables 
have been doing, and what are the beneficial results 
of their practicability. As a practical man, the 
editor of the Zribune should be able to answer these 
and kindred inquiries. 

And you will allow me to remind you, just here, 
that it will be quite in time for you to attribute the 
disasters of liberty to the “ ultras and impracticables” 
whed, by their strength of numbers, they shall not 
only have prevented the “ practicables” from acting 
and from attaining power, but when their advice 
shall have been adopted and their measures tried by 
the friends of liberty, and when the result shall have 
been a failure! The vast majority of those whom 
you would doubtless claim as “ the whole array” of 
freedom have all along refused to listen to those 
whom you call “ultra and impracticable.” They 
have confided in the superior wisdom, or at least in 
the superior influence and numbers of those who 
characterize us by those appellations, They have 
followed such advisers as have cautioned them 
against our “ultraisms,” and counselled them not to 
“go farther than the people would go”—not to go 
directly for abolition, but only for “ Wilmot proviso,” 
non-extension, anti-Fugitive-Slave bill, anti-Nebraska, 
or some ground on which they supposed “ the ma- 
jority could, to-day, be brought to stand.” Yes, sir. 
The very policy always commended, and now com- 
mended over again by the Mew-York Tribune, is 
the policy that has been pursued for the last seven 
years by “the whole array,” both of progressive 
Whigs and Free-Soilers, regardless of the little rem- 
nant of “ultras and impracticables,” whose advice, 
whose numbers, and whose influence have scarcely 
been thought worth considering. And now, when 
our “ultra” and unheeded predictions of defeat and 
disaster, under that policy, have been more than 
verified, (in the Fugitive-Slave and Nebraska bills,) 
do you think it pertinent ard proper, in the very act 
of proposing a new trial of your old and hitherto de- 
feated expedients, to charge upon our alleged “ ultra- 
ism” the disasters of your own prudence? In the 
name of common logic and common manliness, I 
protest against this. Would it not rather become 
you, at the present juncture, to be a little less confi- 
dent of the wisdom of the maxims you have hitherto 
confided in, and a little more ready to look with a 
favorable eye upon the maxims you have hitherto 
rejected? Allow me, sir, to examine your proposal. 

You would have no “ attempt to rally on an anti- 
slavery platform, no matter how broad or how nar- 
row. We shall certainly be distracted or over- 
whelmed.” Is this the way the Tribune manages 
the Temperance question? “No attempt to rally on 
a (Temperance) platform, no matter how broad or 
how narrow; we shall certainly be distracted or over- 
whelmed” ! Much do I mistake if the public were 
not expecting the Ziribune to propose a party, not 
only on an anti-slavery platform, but on a higher 
one than has been in operation for some time past. 
Indisputably, the rank and file of the friends of 
Liberty are expecting it, and will insist upon it, 
whatever their present leaders may propose. 

How will your plan’ operate? Your proposed 
garty, during ifs activity, so far rom proposing (what 
the crisis demands) the general abolition of slavery, 
does not propose its abolition in the District of 
Columbia, nor the repeaf of the Fugitive-Slave bill, 
nor even the rejection of new slave States! “The 
whole array” is to take no aggressive step. It can 
scarcely be said to act on the defensive, Very cer- 
tainly it does-not cover the whole ground of defense. 

On the question-of admitting a slave State, the new 


party, as such, must be silent—non-committal, neu- 





tral!—for you say distinctly that to attempt this 
would be to “distract and overwhelm” us! The 
fire to be kept up by “ the whole array” is to be a 
retreating fire—very rapidly retreating, too; so 
rapidly that even the poor flimsy breast-work of 
“mnon-extension” is to be abandoned (for the time 
being) and left in possession of the enemy. 

Again, the party platform is not to be anti-slavery. 
What then? Pro-slavery? That will not do. 
Then it must be neutral. But can it be neutral? 
“ Practical business men,” though deemed “ultra atid 
impracticable,” will need much instruction before 
they can understand this. Nay, rather, they will 
understand it. They will see intuitively that such a 
party mest be pro-slavery (however intended) from 


went. On any other ground it is inadmissible, as 
involving certain failure, by all the tests of past ex- 
perience and of the known laws of human activity. 

But you say, “When we shall have once fairly 
breasted and rolled back the tide of pro-slavery 
aggression, we shall see what to do next.” 

Yes! “ When” you shall have done it! But 
wher will that be? Precisely the same language 
was held towards “ ultras and impracticables” seveu 
yearsago. “When we shall have settled the principle 
and secured the policy of ‘nen-extension, it will bo 
in time to talk of acting direatly against slavery. 
You shall see what we will do then.” Only let us 
cut off our legs “ just for this once,” (by holding our 
principles in abeyance) and you shall see how fast 





a necessity of its structure. Like the old Demo- 
cratic and Whig parties, it would have the “organic 
sin’—the “ original sin” of combining the elements 
of pro-slavery and anti-slavery in its constituent 
body—the old difficulty over again. Then, as ever, 
the pro-slavery element, as a matter of necessity, 
must predominate. On no other “basis” can the 
two elements combine. It would predominate in 
the outset, excluding anti-slavery action. More than 
this: the very end proposed is inherently a pro- 
slavery one—the restoration of the pro-slavery Mis- 
souri Compromise, the chronic sin of the nation, from 
which it now has the opportunity of being relieved. 
And are we to unite with its pro-slavery advocates 
and admirers, to help put the yoke on the nation 
again? God forbid! If we do it, the fate of the 
nation is sealed. But, sir, the most hopeful feature 
of your proposed measure is the impossibility of its 
accomplishment. [A bright prospect for “ prac- 
tical business men”!] You seem yourself to have 
misgivings on this point. “ Let us elect” (say you) 
“a house expressly to repeal or vitally amend it,” 
(the Nebraska bill.) Zow amend it? By the ad- 
mission of foreigners on the same terms with native 
citizens, thus securing for the pro-slavery features of 
the bill the support of the foreign citizens who now 
oppose it? Ordo you mean to amend the bill by 
a Wilmot proviso, excludifg slavery? If this were 
your meaning, I think you would hardly have put 
the admission of a State “which applies for admis- 
sion with a slave constitution” among the topics 
which must not form the basis of the new party, 
for the advocacy of such an amendment of the Ne- 
braska bill would introduce that topic, and the party 
would be “ distracted and overwhelmed.” Or would 
you allow its amendment by such a “ popular sove- 
reignty” clause (like that proposed by S. P. Chase) 
as should repudiate all Jeffersonian ordinances and 
Wilmot provisos ? 

The sum of the matter is that the new party would 
accomplish nothing for liberty, but only (if success- 
ful) bind us anew to the car of slavery. It could 
only, at most, carry us back to the position taken in 
1820, with the moral certainty of traversing the same 
guilty and disgraceful cycle over again. 

On the face of it, the plan proposes a new compro- 
mise with the supporters of slavery—a compromise 
requiring pro-slavery codperation, a co-partnership 
dictating the absence of any anti-slavery platform— 
a compromise on a lower basis than any ever betore 





proposed by any friend of liberty, And this, at a| 


moment when all men are exclaiming that the day 
of compromises is gone by, and can never return. 
Were it a proposal to repeal the Nebraska bill, 
without restoring the Missouri compromise, a repeal 
to be accompanied with such other efficient and dis- 
tinctively anti-slavery measures as are obviously 
needed to give the repeal any force, the case would 
be different. It would deserve approval, as far as it 





we will run for ever afterwards! Well, we have 
seen what they have done, and what they have not 
done. Slavery going steadily into California; “ nou- 
extension” (of slavery) established nowhere—un- 
settled everywhere ; slavery extending into free terri- 
tory, till now it is proposed to waive even the 
demand for “non-extension” for the present, except 
in respect to Kansas and Nebraska, where we will not 
permit slavery, except with “ vital amendments”! 
Verily, if slavery has “ beaten any wisdom into us,” 
we shall neither propose nor tolerate any more com- 
promises. We shall rally; not only on no platform 
that is not distinctively anti-slavery, but on none that 
is not as high as itcan be. Experience has now con- 
firmed what common-sense had before suggested, 
what Christianity had taught, what reason and 
philosophy had demonstrated, what conscience, had 
approved, what the history of other countries: had 
told us, that all conceivable expedients to limit, to 
cripple, to starve slavery, or to roll back its aggres- 
sions, while permitting it to exist, can be of no pos- 
sible value. It is too late now to attempt any gene- 
ral rally of the masses of intelligent and earnest 
citizens, upon any lower or other issue than the abo- 
lition of slavery. Mark the prediction of an old 
man—an old abolitionist—7t will bea failure. But 
if you coudd secure every vote in the free States for 
such a party as you propose, it would avail nothi ng 
for the defense of liberty, unless you can devise some 
method by which the laws of mind can be repealed, 
the operation of moral cause and effect neutralized, 
and the fixed laws by which God governs the nations 
set aside. Until then, “ the tide of pro-slavery ag- 
gression” will not “have been breasted and rolled 
back,” by quailing and retreating before it—by 
organizing a party too prudent, forsooth, to “ rally 
on an anti-slavery platform,” for fear of being “ dis. 
tracted or overwhelmed”—a party thus modelled, in 
order to secure the coéperation of those who will 
come on to no “anti-slavery platform, no matter 
how broad or how narrow.” Why, sir, “ the Castlo. 
Garden Committee,” without the slightest change of 
character or object, might be expected to come into 
your proposed party and control it. Your plan will 
not want for a codperation of a large number of the 


leaders of the old parties, both conservative and pro- 
gressive. But, sir, ary are too discerning a poli- 
tician to infer from that circumstance the cooperation 
of the friends of liberty in general. It would be 
safer to infer the opposite result. But with or withi- 
out their codperation, “the tfde of pro-slavery ag- 
ression” will never be rotled back, nor even retarded 
in that way. A mighty effort of all our great states- 
men to “roll back” the torrent of the Niagara, wou: 
be philosophical and business-like in the comparison. 
Such an effort, if it did nothing towards the advance- 
ment of its object, would have the negative merit of 
doing nothing in the opposite direction—more than 
can be said in favor of an effort against “ pro-slavery 
aggression,” that strikes hands with the conservatois 
of slavery, in the outset, and succumbs to them. 
Wituram Goopzit, 











———— — 
> a a rg nt REE 


— 


as 


a a 


ae 


~~. 





el 


os - =~ 


- 
































ts 
nate 











— eer er ee 


——.» — 














ee 





vee. eee 





a ee eel 
’ 


Vc. 





20 





AMERICAN JUBILEE. 





American Jubilee. 


NEW-YORK, JULY, 1854. 


ea - _— eS 











= x ——_ 


REVIEW OF THE MONTH PAST. 








Ovr second number was about going to press when 
news arrived of the consummation of “ the Nebraska 


baptism ef blood. In confirmation of all this, and 
in proof that it is noidle threat, we see United States 
troops—mere mercenaries, enlisted at grog rendez- 
vous~parading the streets of Boston and holding 
| its free citizens under military control, on the same 
spot where British mercenaries played a similar 
| part in 1775, preparatory to the scenes of Lexington 

and Bunker Hill. It is impossible for considerate 
_ minds to contemplate passing events like these, with- 
| out drawing ominous parallels between the American 





iniquity.” We delayed the printing, and deferred | Revolution of past history, and the American Revo- 
some matter in type, to make room for a brief an-| lution now apparently inembryo. No friend of free- 


nouncement of the fact, with some rapid—but not 


hustily-considered—hints concerning the remedy— | 


what it must not be, and what it must be. Ieflec- 


tion only confirms our opinion, and passing events | 


are furnishing daily illustrations of their soundness. 

In asmall monthly sheet like ours, devoted mainly 
to the initiation of a proposed future, we can have 
little room for records of the present. But we must 
make constant allusion to them, presuming that our 
readers keep themselves “ posted up” on the details, 
hy a perusal of some good weekly or daily journal 
A very condensed outline éf the more important and 
instructive events, as furnishing materials to be used 
in our discussions, is all that we can promise our- 
selves or our readers, in a way of intelligence. Our 
little monthly is not only too limited in space, but 
too tardy in appearance to be satisfactory as a veli- 
cle of news, We make these general observations 
now, at the outset. 

The times are big with disclosures. One develop- 
ment treads closely upon the heels of another. The 
movements of the overshadowing Despotism are 
rapid and Napoleon-like. ‘The purpose has been, in 
fact, shamelessly avowed in Congress, of pressing 
measures so rapidly that the people shall not have 
time to rally in season and defeatthem. “ We must 
pass this (Nebraska) bill at once, or we shall not be 
able to pass it at all,” said one of the representatives of 
the people! For the same object, as well as for the 
kindred purpose of absorbing’ the excitement occa- 
sioned by one aggression, in the fear of a greater, 
the public are already notified of the intended seiz- 
ure_of Cuba and Hayti, and of the reopening of the 
African slave-trade. A still further end is attained 
by this fierce policy. It forces action so hastily that 
Congress must pass bills that they do not fully un- 
derstand, and are subjected to the grossest frauds. 
‘Thus, the Nebraska bill, as finally acted upon, was 
pushed through the house unexamined, on the mere 
assurance of Mr. Richardson, that the Clayton amend- 
ment, excluding foreigners from the Territory, had 
been stricken gut. It now appears that he had in- 
serted a new clause, to the Same effect, but still more 
rigorous and offensive, in providing that “no person 
other than a citizen of the United States should hold 
office or vote, until they hadwsworn to support the 
extension of slavery, by taking an oath to support 
the principles of the bill.” Messrs. Benton, Camp- 
bell, and Mace, have prepared.a bill for the redress 
of this outrage, but ‘there seems little prospect of its 
success. Should it be carried in the House, it would 
be lost in the Senate, __ 

Upon the same principle of precipitate, ever-ac- 
cumulating and overwhelming aggressions upon 
freedom, our consolidated Federal Slaveocracy at the 
capital are pushing with hot fury the execution of 
the Fugitive-Slave bill. And ‘to enforce. the same 
principle, as thus expounded and developed, we have 
the unambiguous threats of Senator Douglas, Mr. 
Toombs of Georgia, Mr. Smith of Virginia, and 
their appropriate organ the New-York Herald, that 
the new order of things is to be inaugurated by a 


_dom can doubt that the aggressions of the Federal 
Government are greater and more vital now, than 
were those of the British Government. Personal 
freedom was never then, as now, placed in the pre- 
dicament pointed out by the Bill of 1850, which 
knows no distinction of race or color. The three- 
penny tax on tea becomes ludicrously dwarfed by 
the side of it, and it involved no principle of despot- 





ism comparable with it. There is one bright side 
of the parallel. We have the right of representation, 
unquestioned, and under it the power of majority at 
the ballot box, if we will wisely and promptly use 
it; more appropriate and more potent, in the present 
state of affairs. But no use of it will meet the crisis 
that does not go at once and directly, to the main 
evil itself, 

In the fugitive-slave case in Boston, the slaveoc- 
racy succeeded by the hallucination of pro-slavery 
legality, and by the force of the Federal troops. In 
the New-York case, it succeeded by privacy, stealth, 
deception, and lies. ‘The people were not permitted 
to know what was going on, till it was too late for 
a rescue. We were told that the fugitives had been 
removed, while they were yet in the midst of us. 
The victims were a brother and two nephews of one 
of our metropolitan Doctors of Divinity, the mode- 
rator (uow or recently) of the New-York City Pres- 
bytery. A great country this, to boast of its liber- 
ties! 

The Fugitive-Slave bill has been pronounced un- 
constitutional by decision of Ilon. A. D, Smith, As- 
sociate Justice of the Supreme Court of Wisconsin ; 
and S. M. Booth, of Milwaukee, charged with assist- 
ing ia the rescue of Glover, a fugitive slave, has been 
accordingly discharged. A good beginning. Honor 
to Judge Smith and to Wisconsin! The Judge does 
not ground his decision directly upon the illegality 
and unconstitutionality of slavery, though we are not 
certain that his decision does not imply it, in some 
form. 

We have been anxiously watching to see on what 
basis of effort our leading men of progress, particu- 
larly in the Free-soil and Whig parties, and the 
anti-Nebraska delegation in Congress, and promi- 
nent citizens of the same views, would propose to 
organize. We have had our hopes and our fears. 
On the one hand we have been cheered with the 
oft-repeated declaration that the day for compromises 
has gone by. On the other hand we have been 
perplexed with the readiness with which the same 
speakers, or writers, in and out of Congress, will 
bring forward or suggest some very tanie, insipid and 
stale measure of compromise! The habit of com- 
promising appears to have become so inveterate, that 
even those who have been compelled, for the mo- 
ment, to see and to proclaim the impracticability cf 
any future compromises, are found, all unconsciously 
to themselves, as it would seem, to propose anew, 
some of their old compromises, as the hunted hare, 
driven from its old haunts and coverts, returns pre- 
sently back again, Almost any thing finds favor 
with a practised, expedient-seeking politician, rather 








than the open, direct, straight, narrow, and upward 
path of Christian-like, God-obeying progression. 
Were the goal within a stone’s throw of them, they 
would run miles around, through mazy and intricate 
labyrinths, rather than leap directly at once to it in 
open day. They are skillful tacticians, and it would 
never do to miss an opportunity of exercising and dis- 
playing their skill in tactics. And so, when common- 
sense and the Christian Scriptures say, “ Break every 
yoke—let the oppressed go free,” they must needs 
resort again to some old, disastrous, worn-out and 
repudiated compromise with oppression. 

Among the earliest propositions that met our eye 
was that of our skillful New-York lawyer, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Esq., in a letter in the National Era, 





apparently received with favor, suggesting a united 
rally for the restoration of the Missourt Compromise. 
The New-York Tribune of June 17, next, is out with 
a “basis of effort” (which will be found in this 
number of our paper,) the sole aim and object of 
which is, A RESTORATION OF THE Missourr ComPRO- 
misE. And finally, the same paper of June 22d, 
brings us (by telegraph) the proceedings of the Anti- 
Nebraska Members of Congress, (Hon. Solomon 
Foot of Vermont, Chairman, Hon. Daniel Mace of 
Indiana, and Hon. Reuben Fenton of New-York, 
Secretaries,) addressed “to the people of the United 
States,” and closing thus: 


“Tt would not become us, nor is it necessary, to 
suggest the measures that ought to be adopted in 
this great emergency. For ourselves we are ready 
to do all that shall be in our power to RESTORE 
THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE, and to execute 
such further measures as you in your wisdom shall 
command, and as may be necessary for the recovery 
of the ground lost to freedom, and to prevent the 
further aggressions of slavery.” 


It is stated that “ the meeting was fully attended, 
and that the address is indorsed by all the anti- 
Nebraska members of Congress.” It may be taken 
for granted that there is one exception to this. Ger- 
rit Smith, though opposed to the Nebraska bill, can 
not desire a renewal of the Missouri Comproniise. 

We earnestly entreat the friends of liberty to 
stand firmly aloof from this new attempt to cflect a 
sinful and fatal compromise with the powers of dark- 
ness—an effort which, (whatever support it may 
receive from eminent politicians,) can never enjoy 
the smiles of Him who hates oppression, who abhors 
all compromises with oppressors, and who forbids 
all such falowship with them. . 

The Liberty Party Convention met at Canastota, 
N.Y., on the 31st ult. Wm. W. Chapman was 
chosen President; Francis Hawley, Vice-President ; 
and W. Stickney, Secretary. The Christian Citizen 
says of the gathering : 


_ “Tt was not large, but it was aspirited and progress- 
ive meeting. It not only affirthed the old doctrines 
of the Liberty party on the slavery question, but made 
an advance step which we hail as timely and indispens- 
able to success. The third resolution takes the broad 

ound of revolution as the platform upon which to 

ght American Slavery. This measure elicited much 
and very earnest discussion. It was the all-absorbing 
topic in the Convention, but the resolution passed 
unanimously intheend. This measure does not pledge 
the party to ignore political action or moral suasion, 
but does pledge it to secure revolution, not only by 
those means, but by all such other means as we 
would use to rescue our families and our neighbors 
from a band of pirates and robbers.” 


One of the resolutions passed reads thus : 


“ Resolved, That the time has come when the “American 
government ought to be revolutionized, because it is a con 
spiracy against God and man, and there seems to us no hope 
of the liberation of the slave, except through the overthrow 
of the pro-slavery laws and their pro-slavery administrators ; 
and, as the last resort, we will seek such overthrow by the 





same Means, and with as untiring a zeal as we would toreecuv 
pur Jamilies from band of pirates and robbers,” 
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The Convention issued an address, which appears 
in the Christian Citizen. We had marked it for 
copy, but exclude it for want of room. It maintains 
the right and the duty of Congress to abolish slavery 
in the States. 





+i. 4 
ov 


As “Aprit anp May Numsers.”—In answer 
to orders for “April and May numbers,” we would 
say that no numbers were issued for those months. 
Our second number, ii may be noticed, is dated June. 
The regular publication was delayed until then. 
We hope to go on regularly hereafter. 
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Aa “Tue Jupmes” as A Tract.—We furnish 
in any quantity the successive numbers of Zhe Jubi- 
lee (of any date that may be desired) for tract dis- 
tribution, at 50 cents per dozen, or $3 per hun- 
dred. 
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tz New Svusscrisers will always be supplied 
with the back numbers from the beginning, unless 
they give directions to the contrary. 

—__+- 0-6—— 

A@® Trave.iixe AcEnts sending (with the pay 
in advance) the requisite number of names of new 
subscribers obtained by them, will remit to us at the 
club prices, retaining the balance of their receipts as 
their cOmmission. 
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THE TREASON UNMASKED. 





Durine the discussion of the Nebraska bill, and 
in the midst of superabundant pretensions, on the 
part of its friends, of a desire to provide for the exer- 
cise of “popular sovereignty” by the people of the 
territory, Mr. Chase, in the Senate, determined to 
test the sincerity of those pretensions, and for that 
jurpose introduced the following amendment : 

“ And the legislature of said territory is hereby clothed 
with full power, at any session thereof, to establish or pro- 
hibit slavery in said territory.” 

Mr. Mace offered the same amendment in the 
ILvuse, but “every supporter of the bill, with a soli- 
tary exception, voted against it.” Yet they still 
have the impudence to defend the bill, as embracing 
the principle of “ popular sovereignty.” Mr. Douglas 
himself, at the St. Nicholas Hotel, in New-York city, 
repeated the falsehood. ‘The papers friendly to free- 
dom are wisely recording the above fact, as a stand- 
ing memorandum of the anti-republican designs and 
hypocritical pretensions of the slavery party. But 
the full significance of the incident is not perhaps 
sufficiently pondered. 

The rejection of that amendment, under the cir- 
cumstances of the case, furnishes evidence that the 
Nebraska bill was designed by its supporters to be 
made the entering-wedge and the successful prece- 
dent for a flat denial, on the part of the Federal Go- 
vernment, of the authority of the States to prohibit 
slavery. Their argument, from beginning to end, 
maintained that territories and States stood on pre- 
cisely the same ground, in respect to the right of 
slaveholding. “The original States,” it was said, 
“have the right; therefore the territories have the 
same right.” The same logic will hereafter prove 
that since no territory can prohibit slavery, (a prin- 
ciple settled by the rejection of this proposed amend- 
ment to the Nebraska bill,) therefore none of the ori- 
ginal States have a right to prohibit slavery. This 


‘ is openly maintained already in the pamphlet of M. 


A. Juge, published and circulated in New-York city. 
‘This is the precise point intended to be established in 
the Federal courts by the State of Virginia, in her 
litigation with the State of New-York, (the New- 


| 








York State executive taking no measures for a de- 
fense) in which Virginia seeks a reversal of Judge 
Paine’s decision, liberating Mr. Lemmon’s slaves, in 
conformity with our State laws. The same point is 
involved in the proposal of the Charleston (S. C.) 
Standard, as published in our second number, to re- 
open the African slave-trade. . 

Nay, more than all this, and more effectively than 
by any other methods, (because unperceived,) the 
same point is fully involved, and has all along been 
in process of acquiring recognition and gathering the 
strength of precedent, by the Fugitive-Slave bills 
both of 1793 and of 1850. The most abhorrent and 
odious feature of the slave code is that of its barbar- 
ous and murderous slave-hunts, and forcing back 
fugitives,” Undoubtedly, if the Federal Government 
has constitutional authority to enforce slave-catching 
in the free States, with or without jury trial, (a dis- 
tinction that freemen of the old Puritan stock should 
disdain to dispute about,) and if the free States 
have not the power and the resolute determination 
to BREAK UP promptly the practice, then the 
Federal Government may and soon will claim and 
exercise the right to establish the entire slave code 
m all the States; and none of them—no! not even 
Massachusetts, New-York, or Ohio, will find con- 
stitutional power, or virtue, or resolution, to pre- 
vent it. 

And for all this there is one and one only possible 
remedy—the direct and speedy abolition of slavery 
itself, by the Federal Government, in obedience to 
Northern votes. No mere eftort to repeal the Fugi- 
tive-Slave bill is likely to effect any thing, so long as | 
the source from whence it emanates remains undis- 
turbed. ull the serpent, and you get rid of its 
venom. 
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FURTHER CONFIRMATION.—SLAVERY IN 
CALIFORNIA, 





"Wo years ago, alaw was passed by the California Legis- 
lature, granting one year to the owners of slaves carried into 
the territory previous to the adoption of the Constitution, to 
remove them beyond the limits of the State. Last year, the 
provision of this law was extended twelve monihs longer. 
We learn by the late California papers that a bill has just 
passed the Assembly, by a vote of 83 to 21, continuing the 
same law in force until 1855. The provisions of this bill 
embrace slaves who have been carried to California since the 
adoption of her Constitution, as well as those who were 
there previously. The large majority by which it passed, 
and the opinions advanced during the discussion, indicate a 
more favorable state of sentiment in regard to the rights of 
slaveholders in California than we supposed existed.—The 


Mississippian. 

Here we have further illustration of the obvious 
truth that slavery will continue to extend itself in 
this growing country, if permitted to live. The pro- 
gress of sentiment in favor of slavery is natural enough, 
when once a community consent to tolerate its exist- 
ence. The same principle that permits it for one 
year, will permit it another and another, and for 
ever. And with every instance of indulgence it grows 
stronger and stronger, as the conscience that at first 
struggled against it grows weaker and weaker. See 
here a clear proof from analogy that slaveholding 
and the permitting of slaveholding are sinful. They 
produce the same hardening, blinding, and corrupt- 
ing effects that all other sins produce. They never 
“ die out,” by being “ localized” or let alone, or “ left 
to sink under their own burdens.’ Who ever 
dreams of putting an end to other forms of robbery 
in that way? Common-sense, universal experience, 
reason, and Scripture, show the absurdity of such ex- 
pectations. 

“The rights of slaveholders in California” will be 








“regarded” just as long as “ the rights of slavehold- ° 
ers” in Alabama and Georgia are “regarded.” An 
unavoidable necessity secures this result. The human 
mind is not so constituted as to permit its long-con- 
tinued recognition of “the rights of slaveholders” in 
one locality, without its drawing along with it the re- 
cognition of the same rights in all other localities. 
No body can help this. The fault lies in recognizing 
“the rights of slaveholders” anywhere, or at any 
time. 
———EB 6 Ga 
TUE COST AND THE PROCESS OF OUR 
SUBJUGATION. 





Iv now appears that the supporters of the Nebraska 
and Fugitive-Slave bills understood perfectly well 
the nature of the war they were waging against 
Northern freedom—that they anticipated resistance, 
and did not expect to carry their point without civil 
commotion and bloodshed—that they deliberately 
made up their minds to meet the issue—that they 
accordingly cas about them for arguments by which 
to cast the blame upon the defenders of freedom,— 
and, finally, that they expected to triumph only by 
the utter subversion of our republican institutions 
and the establishment of a monarchical government. 
All this will appear from what follows. 

Senator Douglas, in his speech on the night of 
the final passage of the Nebraska bill, addressed the 
foRowing language toward the opposers of the bill 
in the Senate: 

“Every murder that shall be committed, every drop of 
blood that shall be shed, every crime that shall be perpe- 
trated, must rest, with all its guilt, upon your souls; and 
I only regret that the penalty of the law can not fall upon 
the heads of the instigators instead of the instruments 
who suffer themselves to be acting under their advice.” 

He here coolly assumes, (says the Vew-York 
Tribune,) that murder is to be committed, that 
blood is to be shed, that crime is to be perpetrated, 
in consequence of the infamous schemes he and his 
Southern coiidjutors have been concocting, and of 
the issues he and they have raised on the subject of 
slavery. And he as plainly intimates that the peo- 
ple of the free States have got to submit to all the 
aggressions of the slave-drivers, or be mown down by 
the bullets of a military force. He only regrets that 
the friends of freedom in the Senate can not be the 
first to fall in the contemplated butchery. 

Mr. Toombs has asserted that bloodshed is a ne- 
cessary baptism of all radical changes in a State, and 
that it is to be expected in the present crisis : 


“ A Southern member of Congress, and an ex-Governor 
of Virginia, applied to the President to send more United 
States troops to Boston. Doubtless ex-Governor Smith 
desired these to be sent from the Soutb, and officered by 
slave-drivers.”—TZhibune, 

All this has backers at the North. A well-known 
editor in this city, whose press has long since well 
earned the appellation of “Satanic,” but whose jour- 
nal appears to be the semi-official organ of the slave 
power at the North, speaking of th ¢ Boston fugitive- 
slave case, says: 


“ We shall need to employ the same measures of coérciun 
as dre necessary in monarchical countries. When it comes to 
be a question between a sacrifice of liberty or anarchy, every 
one will prefer the former.” 


All this is only the beginning of the fulfillment of 
predictions made by the abolitionists twenty years 
ago. All this is but the incipient step for the execu- 
tion of the threat of Gov. McDuffie, of South-Caro- 
lina, responded to by its Legislature, in 1836, that 
in twenty-five years the institution of slavery would 
be extended to the entire North; on the principle 
that “a laboring community, bleached or unbleached, 
(that is, white or colored,) is a dangerous element in 
the body politic.” 
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All this, in the anti-slavery tract, and in the anti- | 
slavery lecture, was treated as an idle tale, by our 
would-be thought intelligent men. But the stern 


reality is coming upon us Now. | 
There remains not the least shadow of a rational 


doubt, that the threat of McDuffie, though treated as 
the imbecile ebullition of a madman then, was based 
upon a well-planned and well-understood system of 
operations, previously agreed upon, and steadily pur- 
sued ever since. And into the execution of that 
plav, the services of our Northern sycophants in 
Congress, whether wittingly or unwittingly, has been 
constantly pressed, by the machinery of the great | 
rival parties, whose leaders are deep in the conspi- 


racy. 
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SUCCESS AND MAJORITIES. 





THE commonly prevalent notion, in political cir- 
cles, seems to be that the attainment of a majority 
of votes is essential to the success of the voters, and 
that whenever that majority is secured, success alsa 
is secured, And on this ground it is, that the friends 
of righteous legislation are so often admonished to 
beware of setting their mark so high as to fail of se- 
curing a majority. They are exhorted to “go no 
further than they can safely calculate that the peo- 
ple are ready to go to-day,” and leave the attain- 
ment of higher objects to a future struggle. It 
would be easy to show, by the history of past efforts, 
that the following of this advice has always stood in 
the way of real success, on the part of the friends of 
good legislation, and it would be easy to show why 
this is and always must be so. It was in this way 
that the abolition of slavery throughout the British 
dominions was staved off, for half a century, by idle 
efforts to abolish the slave-trade. In the same way, 
and by various expedients, it has been staved off in 
this country. In the same way efficient temperance 
legislation has been postponed. One obvious cause 
of this defeat is that the reason, the conscience, the 
common-sense, and the religious principle in man, 
are not to be reached, roused, enlightened, invigor- 
ated, and heaven-inspired, or heaven-sustained, by 
any timid, temporizing, compromising, half-way re- 
formatory measures. The very opposite of all this 
is the fact. The advocates of such measures fail to 
impress upon the community any deep sense of their 
own disinterestedness and earnestness. And conse- 
quently they are not in the best position for inspiring 
the community with those qualities. Instead of 
leading the people with whom they codperate “ to- 
day” to come up to the higher greund of their own 
better-instructed convictions, they commonly slide 
down, themselves, to the same level. It wotld be 
painful, and would seem harsh and unfeeling, to ad- 
vert to the very many lamentable illustrations of 
these truths that are now clustering around us. 
“ Apostasies” from freedom, so loudly complained of, 





When men allow themselves to act on any lower or, 
other standard than that of their own convictions,no 
finite mind can foresee to what lengths they will be 
persuaded to carry out the policy. It is tampering 
with the tempter to de it at all. 

But we took up ‘our pen, at this time, for the pur- 
pose of exposing, more directly, the fallacy that po- 
litical success and a political majority are terms of 
synonymous import. We confess, however, that 
much depends upon the nature of the “success” 
sought. The greater part of politicians, perhaps, 
count it “success” when their party comes into 
power, and when they and their friends come in for 
a fair division of the spoils of office. Some persona] 





disappointments are among the incidents of such vic- 
tories, but, on the whole, the party and its loud par- 
tisans obtain, in such cases, all the success they ever 
sought. In the vocabulary of all such, the terms 
« success” and “majority” may well enough be used 
as convertible terms. And the advocates of half- 
way ludicrously-inadequate reformatory measures— 
as already hinted—do not often or extensively “ suc- 
ceed” (with earnest, vigilant men on either side of 
the question) in conveying any deep impression, that 
they are seeking any further “success” than a “ma- 
jority” thus secures. And, with this understanding 
of the matter, we have no quarrel with their use of 
the word “suecess,” among themselves and their 
partisans. When they address their appeals to 
those whose aspirations for “success” lie in quite 
another direction, another use of the term may be 
requisite. 

If a man or a number Of men were seeking to ob- 
tain a charter for a railroad through a particular re- 
gion of country, it would be of no use for political 
managers to attempt the game of putting them off 
with a proposal for a compromise by which, instead 
of a railroad in their section of the State, they were 
to rally only for a canal or a turnpike-road in another 
and rival section of the State! It would do no good 
to tell them that they must so modify their mea- 
sures as to secure a majority, and that a majority 
was the same thing as success! The petitioners for 
the railroad would understand that such a “ major- 
ity” would be, to them, a defeat. Just so, those who 
are honestly and earnestly seeking for the abolition 
of slavery are not to be put off with proposals for a 
rally to prevent the extension of slavery—much less 
a rally to restore the Missouri Compromise! <A 
“majority” in favor of that measure would be, éo 
them, a defeat. 

Suppose Morse, while inventing his magnetic 
telegraph, had needed pecuniary aid from the Go- 
vernment, and suppose the politicians had offered 
him their help in obtaining the grant, on condition 
that he would consent to make a certain change in 
his machinery, which he (Morse) knew, well enough, 
would render it useless, and defeat the object he had 
in view. Would they have been able, think you, to 
have persuaded him that a “ majority” was the same 
thing, to him, as “ success ?” 

Nowhere, perhaps, and in no department of hu- 
man activity, except in polttics, and nowhere in poli- 
ties except where moral reformation is proposed, 
and moral principle is involved, are the advocates of 
a particular course of associated activity perpetually 
pestered with the pretense that every thing is to be 
sacrificed to the securing of numbers, and that the 
sure and only way of obtaining success is to secure a 
majority /. No body could be made to believe that 
all the ¥otes in the country could secure “success” 
to the chartered company who should undertake to 
run a railroad to the moon, or fit out a filibustering 
expedition against Orion and the Pleiades. It is, 
perhaps; commonly understood that the physical 
world is so governed by certain fixed laws of the Cre- 
ator that “ mojorities” can do nothing successfully, 
except in a way of conformity to thofe laws. But 
the moment that questions of legislation arise, involv- 
ing known and settled laws of the moral world— 
laws of political cause and effect—laws as ancient, as 
inexorable, and as well attested as the laws of gravi- 
tation, of chemistry, of electricity, or of mechanism 
—laws that always have prevented, and of necessity 
must prevent, a nation from securing its liberties 
without protecting the liberties of all its constituent 
parts, (laws lying at the foundation of a// government 
and all civil law) that moment we are gravely told 


that we must not be so “impracticable” as to insist, 
rigidly, upon an actual compliance with these laws as 
a condition of our codperation, and that the attain- 
ment of “majorities,” though arrayed directly 
against the immutable laws of nature and of nature’s 
God, is to be regarded as equivalent to “ success i 
The page of human history is gory with the records 
of such “success!” The political world is governed 
by laws as relentless, and as little within the control 
of “ majorities,” as is the world of steam-enginery 
and mechanics. This is as clear as it is that there 
is any such thing as political science! Woe to the 
quacks in politics and so-called statesmanship, who 
do not understand and heed this! 

FULL POWER OF CONGRESS OVER THE ENTIRE 

SLAVE QUESTION—A DOCTRINE OF 
THE ADMINISTRATION. 








Senator Burter, of South-Carolina, during the 
debate in the Senate, thus propounded this view of 
the case : 

“Tf there was any question to be made in regard 
to the freedom of a slave in these territories, and he 
should demand his freedom on this ground—that he 
was free under a territorial Jaw—the answer of the 
master would be that he held the slave as property, 
under a higher law than the enactment of a territo- 
rial legislature—under the great fundamental law 
of the country.” 

Now take notice! This comes from a party by 
whom it is continually insisted that “ popular sove- 
reignty” in the States and in the territories are 
identical. Slavery, say they, is legal in the terri- 
tories, because it is legal and constitutional in “the 
original States.” 

The doctrine of Senator Butler then, might legiti- 
mately be applied to the States, as, doubtless, the 
Nebraska party intend to apply it; thus— 

“If there was any question to be made in regard 
to the freedom of a slave in any of these, (States,) 
and he should demand his freedom on this ground 
—that he was free under (State) law,—the answer 
of the master would be that he held the slave as 
property, under a higher law than the enactment of 
a (State) legislature—under the great fundamental 
law of the country,” (that is, the Constitution.) 

This is precisely the position of M. A, Juge, in 
his plea for an Act of Congress authorizing the Afri- 
can slave-trade, and protecting slaveholding in the 
States. We should like to see how this argument 
would be met by those friends of liberty, who admit 
that slaveholding is constitutional and legal. Can 
they deny that the Federal Constitution is “the 
superior law of the land?” Why don’t some of 
them speak out, at a time like this, and tell us how, 
with their views of the legal tenure and constitu- 
tional recognition or tolerance of slavery, they can 
parry off the assaults of the slaveholders upon 
Northern freedom? Or will they, by their signif- 
cant silence, confess themselves awe-struck and 
dumb, in their presence? Alas! that there was 
found no man in the Senate, to meet, fairly and fear- 
lessly, the true issue! Why could not some one 
have turned the tables upon Senator Butler, by 
affirming that—in case a slave should be claimed by 
his master, in any territory (or State,) off the ground 
that he was a slave by territorial (or Statef law, the 
answer of the slave's counsel would be, that he claimed 
his freedom under a higher law than the territorial 
(or State) legislature—under the great Sundayental 
law of the country, (the Constitution,) namely, that 
“no State shall pass any bill of attainder” or “laws 
impairing the obligation of contracts,” that “no per- 
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sou shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
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without due process of law,” that “the United States | 
shall guarantee to every State in this Union, a | 
republican form of Government,” (as thus defined,) 
and that this “Constitution is the supreme law of | 
the land.” ‘“JZere,” (it might have been said,) “ is firm | 
foothold for affirming that ‘the fundamental law of | 
the country’ forbids slavery, and makes it the duty | 
of the Federal Government to suppress it.” And | 
Senator Butler should have been challenged to show | 
one single line or syllable of the Constitution under 
which a slave could be held. 

Let us be thankful that Sanator Butler has him-— 
self vindicated one half of the truth on this subject, 
if no liberty-loving Senator was prepared to do it! | 
He did triumphantly vindicate the Constitutional 
power of the Federal Government over the entire 
slave question. Let him abide by it, and the North- 
ern vote, rightly directed, shall turn that truth into 
another and an opposite channel. “The fundamen- 
tal law of the land” shall settle “any question to be 
made concerning the freedom of a slave.” But let 
us hear M. A. Juge. 

“ We deny that, under the Federal Constitution, 
the States have a right to forbid bound labor within 
their limits.” “ If, under our Federal Constitution, 
the Constitution of California is right when prohib- 
iting bound labor, the Constitution of Arkansas is 
wrong when allowing it.” 


[Exactly so, Mr. Juge! And it IS wrong. Put 


a pin there, reader, and read on.| 

‘“ When Congress (adds Mr. Juge) has a right to 
enact a general Fugitive-Slave law, to be respected 
by all the States, why should not a citizen of this 
Union have the ‘right to engage bound labor, 
wherever his interest makes the use of this kind of 
labor imperative?’ P. 22, 23. 

[We will tel you why not, Mr. Juge. Congress 
has no right either to enact a Fugitive-Slave bill 
or to permit slaveholding in-any of the States. ] 

We can not but notice here, that Mr. Juge claims 
the principle and the precedent of the Fugitive Slave 
bill as a sufficient warranty for the Congressional 
establishment and protection of slaveholding in all 
the States, in despite of slave legislation. This 
confirms the view we had just taken, in an editoral 
already in manuscript. It is even so. Admit the 
one and you admit the other. And still further. 
You must admit the Constitutional power of Con- 
gress to provide, in some way, for the rendition of 
fugitive slaves, if you admit the right, under the 
Constitution, of holding slaves. If the government 
recognizes the right, it must protect that right. The 
entire web of this despotic doctrine must be ripped 
up from its foundation. 

It will be the fault of the North if it does not 
avail itself of the doctrine now in the ascendant, that 
Congress has full power over the slave question. It 
will be the double fault of abolitionists (especially of 
those who have long held the same sentiment) if 
they do not push forward vigorously some organ- 
ized movement for propagating the sentiment, and 
reducing it to action. 


as 
oe 


Tuomas Boarpmany, Fall River, Mass., offers a premium 
of $100 for the best Tract, not exceeding twelve pages, on 
The Scriptural and Political Remedy for the North in the 
present Crisis on Slavery. Competing manuscripts to be 
sent to Mr. B. before Nov. 1st, next. Three clergymen of Fall 
River have consented to act as judges—New- York Tribune. 





Two very important topics (and commonly re- 
garded as very intricate ones) are here to be treated 
of, in-one tract. We would respectfully suggest to 
Mr. Boardman the inquiry whether a tract of 24 
pages would not be quite narrow space enough for a 


| the regularly constituted authorities. 
could be broken and defied without damaging the respect for 





clear and satisfactory statement of those topics, 


SECRET OF SLAVOCRATIC CONTROL IN 
BOSTON. 


“Orry Hatt, Bosron, May 27, 1854. 


“To the Citizens of Boston: Under the excitement that 
now pervades the city, you are respectfully requested to 
codperate with the municipal authorities in the maintenance 
of peace and good order. 

“The laws must be obeyed, let the consequences be what 
they may. J. V. C. Smrrn, Mayor.” 


‘No body desires the enforcement of the Fugitive-Slave 
law in the present case; but sober, conservative cilizens 
instinctively dread the effects of a successful resistance to 
If the fugitive law 


Law in the abstract, no body here would be found in favor of 


its enforcement, and Burns would have been rescued on the 


instant.” 

So writes a Boston correspondent of the Vew 
York Tribune. A number of editors expressed the 
same or a similar idea. The people, including many 
of the better portion of them, it would seem, have 
not learned the radical distinction between a despotic 
enactment and a valid, binding law. They have not 
been instructed from their early childhood, as they 
should have been, in those foundation principles of 
civil law and civil government, so much insisted upon 
as axioms and guides of jurisprudence by all the 
great teachers of legal science, (such as Lyttelton, 
Coke, Fortescue, and Blackstone,) that “the reason- 
ableness of law is the soul of Jaw”—that “the right 
of the case is the daw of the case” —that “no human 
laws have any validity, if contrary to”—“ the law of 
nature’—that “ when an act of Parliament is against 
common right or reason, the common law will con- 
trol it, and adjudge such act to be void”—that, if a 
judicial decision be “absurd and unjust,” “it is 
declared, not that such sentence was bad law, but 
that it was not law”—that “statutes against funda- 
mental morality are void.” fh 

Had they drank in these elementary maxims, as 
did their Puritan sires, along with their mother’s 
milk and their catechism, they would have had the 
ftre of the old Puritan liberty in their veins, and the 
Puritan idea of LAW in their heads, and would have 
laughed to scorn the silly heresy that a decree of the 
devil could not be “broken and defied without 
damaging the respect for Jaw in the abstract”! 
Faugh !—are there no professorships of law in the 
old Commonwealth? None at old Harvard, nor in 
young Amherst? Doleful were the orthodox lamen- 
tations over the degeneracy of Cambridge, in our 
younger days, but has it indeed come to this? And 
has recuperative orthodoxy, with its new colleges and 
seminaries, done nothing to supply the deficiency ? 
Why prate or preach about “the sovereignty of 
God,” and yet allow a reverence for the sovereignty 
of Satan to commingle itself with the “ respect” due 
to valid “ Law”? 

Where rests the dust of old Samuel Adams, the 
sturdy Puritan leader of the Boston tea-party ? 
Were he and his comrades perplexed, and befogged, 
and befooled with the .asinine apprehension that 
lawless despotism must not be withstood, lest Law, 
that guards human rights, should fall into “ abstract” 
disesteem? Wot they! They were better educated, 
as Christians and as citizens. They understood that 
in withstanding TyRANNY, they were supporting and 
not violating raw. Who among their sepulchre- 
garnishing successors will charge them with being 
violators of Jaw? How many degrees on the, dial 
of Ahaz has the sun of Boston intelligence, and 
theology, and law, literature, and liberty declined, 
since the days of Samuel Adams? We ask the 
question with earnestness, for the bones of our ances- 
tors lie there, and we must determine whether, or 
where, to remove them. = 

Dark and dreary indeed were the prospect before 


- 


pS 
us, if our reverence for holy LAW must needs prevent 


us from trampling under our feet the lawless edicts 
of the slave power! No glorious decision of the 
Somerset case would ever have decreed that “slaves 
can not breathe in England,” had the notions of law 
that seem to have spell-bound the modern Boston- 
ians found lodgment in the bosom of GranvILLr 
Suarp. In the teeth of the great doctors of the 
law, he set their sham law at defiance, by liberating 
the bondman, and bidding them find their redress as 
they best could. It was by first teaching the 


| people, and through them their learned and titled 


judges, that he revolutionized the jurisprudence of his 
country. 











The same thing must be done here. Look at 
Syracuse! Travel over the country for fifty or an 
hundred miles round it. The true doctrine has been 
taught and received there. Every body in that 


-region knows (and most people avow it) that there is 


no legalized slavery at the South, any more than 
there is at the North—that the whole thing is a 
cheat, from beginning to end. Jerry-rescues are 
matters of course ; and the Federal Government dares 
not bring to trial, in that “infected district,” the 
heroes of freedom, The courts must sit where the 
principles of common law are not understood. Give 
us a Governor of Massachusetts and a Mayor of 


Boston (sustained by editors and citizens of the | 


same stamp) who understand, as Samuel Adams and 
Granville Sharp did, the foundation principles of 
LAw, and the last of the kidnapping courts in the 
Old Commonwealth will have been held. 

Let the reader imagine a slave-hunt in Boston, 
enacted by persons whom every body knew had no 
law on their side. What would be the result? 
Precisely the same result would have been reached 
in the case of poor Burns, if the people and their 
municipal officers had ever been initiated in the 
simplest elements of civil law. 








: > 

A meetina of citizens of Painesville, Lake county, 
Ohio, was held on the 3d inst., in reference to the 
celebration of the coming Fourth of July, when the 
following proceedings took place. After setting forth 
the opinions of the meeting in regard to the Fugi- 
tive-Slave Law and the Kansas-Nebraska bill, the 
preamble to the resolutions proceeds : 


“And whereas, We have hitherto celebrated the fourth day 
of July as a day of jubilee, as the anniversary of the declar. 
ation of absolution from all allegiance to, and connection 
with, the British crown, made by our fathers on necount of 
the injuries and usurpations of the British king, who, in the 
words of the Declaration—‘ Made judges dependent on his 
will alone for the tenure of their offices, ‘erected a multi- 
tude of new offices and sent hither swarms of officers,’ 
‘kept among us in times of peace standing armies,’ ‘ quar- 
tered among us large bodies of armed Jfroops,’ ‘ deprived 
us in many cases of the benefits of trial by jury, and sent 
hither hireling soldiers to crush our liberties; which De- 
claration was based upoa the great ‘self-evident truth that 
all men are created equal and endowed by théir Creator with 
certain inalienable rights, among which are life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness ;’ 

“ And whereas, Our fellow-men have in the North been 
seized by the President’s oficers—guarded in our very tem- 
ples of justice by the President's hireling troops—tnied by 
armed attorneys before the President's bribed judges—de- 
prived of the benefits of trial by jury--denied and hindered 
in obtaining counsel for defense, in violation of our consti- 
tution—the rights of States disregarded and set at defiance 
—the streets of cities occupied in time of peace by the 
President's cannon and mercenary soldiers—a national ship 
prostituted to the kidnapping into bondage of a living man 
charged with no crime except the love and desire of liberty ; 
therefore, 

“1, Resolved, That it would be improper for us to celebrate 
the approaching fourth day of July as a day of jubilee. 

“9. Resolved, That we meet together on that day to declare 
again our independence of tyrants and despotism, and pro- 
claim our uncompromising hatred and determined opposition 
to the enemies of liberty at home or abroad. 

“3. Resolved, That a committee of sixteen, being the num- 
ber of nominally free States, be appointed to make the 
necessary arrangements for a celebration of the nature indi. 
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cated in the foregoing resolutions, to secure a speaker and 
yme of exercises, and report at an ad- 


Lareed mecting to be holden at the Court-House on the 


evening of Saturday, the 10th inst.” 
The following Committee was appointed by the 
meeting, in pursuance of the third resolution : 


“ Geo. E. Paine, T. Rockwell, Wm. Mathews, A. I. Gillett, 
L. 8. Abbott, C. A. Avery, Geo. K. Reynolds, Wm. A. Blair, 
A. Wilcox, G. W. Sessions, T. Greer, C. C. Jennings, J. H. 
Miller, B. Bissel, J. N. Dyer, H. C. Gray.” 


It was also 


“ Resolved, That the committee be instructed to invite, and 
if possible engage, the Rev. Henry Ward Beecher, of Brook- 
lyn, New-York, to address us on that day. 

” « Resolved, That the proceedings of this meeting be pub- 
lished in the Painesville Telegraph. 
“M. HARRIS, President. 

“Geo. E. Patyg, Secretary.” 


—— 0 © o- 





“Dovan-Facrs”—Wno are THEY '—Johnny 
Randolph, who coined the term, applied it to those 
opponents of slavery-extension, at that day, who were 
servile enough to consent, reluctantly, to the “ Mis- 
souri Compromise!” What new epithet would he 
invent, were he now living, for those “ progressives,” 
and “ practicables,” who, under the same old flag of 
“non-extension,” are now clamorously demanding 
that same “ Missouri Compromise” as their patri- 
mony——their shelter? Would he not bid them look 
to their own glass houses, when he heard them voci- 
ferating that the “ generation of dough-faces must be 
extirpated ?” 

“ Dough-faces”—as all the world knows—is a term 
that, for thirty-four years and upward, has been ap- 
plied to that class of American politicians who con- 
sent to compromises with slavery in any direction, 
but more distinctively and emphatically to those 
who have consented to the infamous “ Missouri 
Compromise.” It was especially against this descrip- 
tion of “dough-faces” that the indignation of the 
friends of liberty was directed in 1820. They were 
“dough-faces,” consenting to the Missouri Compro- 
mise, who were politically “ exterminated” at that 
period. Is it credible that a hue-and-cry against 
“ dough-faces,” along with clamors for the restoration 
of the Missouri Compromise, is to secwre the votes of 
the friends of liberty now ? 

——§-9-§———— 

FemaLe Coéprration.—Our hearty thanks are 
due to Mrs. Swisshelm, of the Pittsburg Family Jour- 
nal, not only for her favorable notice of our Jubilee, 
but more especially for her earnest and effective ad- 
vocacy of the principles and measures we defend, 
She says: “One could scarce render a better service 
to the cause of liberty than by eirculating the Jubilee. 
The anti-slavery sentiment of the country must be 
led to higher ground before it can act efficiently. 


. ao . . 
So long as men concede that slavery is ensconced in 


the Constitution, so long do they fight at a fearful 
disadvantage. It is giving the enemy peaceable 
possession of the point from which they should be 
attacked. There is no guarantee for slavery in the 
constitution of these United States. It is an anti- 
slavery document, and like the Declaration, is well 
suited to answer the purpose for which it was made, 
namely, ‘to establish liberty.’ A leading article in 
the last number of the Jubilee is so good that we 
copy it entire.” She here inserts the article in our 
second number, headed, “ What can be done 2” and 
then adds: “ This is the true ground. No tempor- 
izing, no compromising! We have had enough of 
waiting for slavery to die. The framers of the Con- 
stitution expected it to expire peaceably ; but it must 
be killed. Freedom must attack it and wage a war 
of extermination, or wait to be attacked and exter- 
minated. There is no middle ground. This has 
heen tried long enough, and the first step is to take 





’ purest democracy that the world ever witnessed. 











possession of the Constitution, which of right belongs 
to the friends of Freedom, and use it to defend her 
cause. Slavery is unconstitutional everywhere under 
the American flag.” 
—— ¢00—— 

Ayn “Awnti-Fuertive Law Leacur” has been 
formed in Racine county, Michigan, and has adopted 
the following resolution ; 


“That henceforth we shall know none but freemen of the 
North, and all who reach our State shall be as secure as 
though they were already treading the free soil of Canada.” 


To secure this object, they propose holding con- 
ventions throughout the State, and also a National 
Convention for extending the movement. They fur- 
ther resolved, 


“That, in adopting these resolutions, we are neither ‘tri- 
fling’ nor ‘insane ;’ but living we will practise them, and 
with our dying breath we will bequeath the sentiment they 
contain to our posterity.” 


They also propose organized political action. We 
trust they will vote for no advocates of the diabolical 
“Missouri Compromise.” If they do, they had bet- 
ter disband. 








eee 


«New-Scnoor Grenerat AssEMBLY OF THE Pres- 
BYTERIAN Cuurcnu.—lIt will be recollected that this 
ecclesiastical body, last year, propounded certain 
inquiries to the Southern churches and judicatories 
under their care, concerning the so-called “ abuses of 
slavery” reputed to be prevalent among them. It 
soon became apparent that no answers would be 
given, and that the Southern portion of the Church 
would demand the future silence of the General As- 
sembly on this subject, as the condition of their con- 
tinued connection with them. The General Assem- 
bly accordingly submits to its slaveholding members, 
and reports that further action is inexpedient. This 
was adopted “without debate, and by a unanimous 
vote,” at the last session. ‘The position of the “Ge- 
neral Assembly (New-School)” will hereafter be un- 


derstood. 
—_—— = ee 
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1 
THE DEMOCRACY OF CHRISTIANITY. 


In 2 vols. 12mo, pp. 871. Price, $1.50. 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE FIRST VOLUME, 


(From B. P. Aype.orre, D.D., late President of Woodward College, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Professor of Moral and Political Philoso- 
phy inthe same. Published in the Cincinnati Gazette.) 


“Tue Democracy or Curtstraniry,—An able and original work. 
It is easy to see that the great law of the Bible,‘ Thou shalt love thy 
neighbor as thyself,’ forbids all oppression, guards the inalienable 
rights of man, and must, therefore, if impartially carried out, estab- 
lish populat governments everywhere. But our author, in a style 
very easy and forcible, and with an eminently Christian spirit, 
shows that this great law of the Bible was once embodied by Divine 
authority in a written constitution—that given to God's ancient peo- 
ple, Israel. He examines this constitution very carefully, and shows 
that both in its provisions and its practical working, it was the 


“Tecquevillé had demonstrated, with rare ability, that the whole 
political and social current, on both sides of the Atlantic, was faver- 
able to free institutions, and that republican government must ulti- 
mately and very speedily prevail. But an American citizen, the 
author of the work before us, proves that the Bible is at the 
foundation of all these free movements, and that Christianity, per- 
fectly obeyed, is itself perfect democracy. As Americans, we may 
then exultingly point not only to the wisdom of our forefathers, but 
the wisdom of God, as sustaining our political institutions, and 
pledged to their final triumph and universal extension.” 


[Letter to the author from Hon. Amasa WALKER, of Massachusetts, 
Secretary of State.) 
“ Boston, Dec. 31, 1851. 

“ Dear Sir : I have long wished to see the democracy of the Bible 
presented by some able writer in its true light. Your first volume of 
the ‘ Democracy of Christianity’ meets my desires fully, 80 far as the 
old dispensation is concerned, and I shall wait, with much impa- 
tience, for your second volume, which, I suppose, will exhibit the 
still more striking democracy of the new. Genuine democracy [ 
have for many years regarded as the offspring of Christianity ; and 
I rejoice to see this great truth presented in the able and satisfactory 
manner you have thus far done; and should your second volume 
equal the first, (as I have no doubt it will,) I think all will agree that 
you have conferred a great benefit on the public. I am, very ‘sin- 
cerely, yours, AMASA WALKER.” 


(From Professor II[upson, of Oberlin.] 


“©The Democracy of Christianity’ is a work which every one 
should read. Its object is to show that the Bible is the great charte\ 
of democracy—that its principles and precepts, as-well as the sympa- 
thies which it cultivates, and the spirit which it breathes, are all on 
the side of freedom. The book is one of thoughts and principles ; 
and those who read it will find themselves brought face to face with 
jdeas which are of world-wide application, and of fundamental im- 
portance. We may agree or disagree with the author in some of 
his conclusions; but the general scope of the work, and the spirit 
and tone of the discussion, will commend it to all who love original 
and independent thought. T. B. HUDSON.” 


(From E. Smitu, Wesleyan Minister, Mansfield, Ohio.] 

‘«T have read this work with pleasnre and profit, and regard it asa 
thorough investigation of the very important subject of which it 
treats.” 

(From the New-York Tribune.] 

‘““We have read the book through very attentively, and can bear 
testimony to its great ability, and the soundness of its principles, 
** * * The essay is a very able one, and well adapted, as Cob- 
bett used to say, for a THINKING people, and no fair-minded and iutel- 
ligent reader can rise from a perusal of it without a higher apprecia- 
tion of the Mosaic code, and of true democratic principles.” 

[From the New-York Evangelist.] 

“This work appears anonymously, but it discloses qualities of 
authorship of which the writer need not be ashamed. * * * He 
strikes at the root ofthe business at once. He traces the democratic 
principle, as tt is mingled jin all God's provisions for the Patriarcts 
and the Israelites, in the clearest manner. His analysis of the ten- 
dency and character of the Mosaic Institutes is particularly able. 
He discovers a degree of wisdom and benevolence in those provisions 
but little understood. We have never seen the political bearings 
and scope of the Mosaic law so strikingly portrayed, The present 
volume respects only the doctrines of the Old Testament. We hope 
the author will be encouraged to go on with The searching and im 
partial examination.” 


Recommended also in the Boston Chronotype, and in many otlie: 
periodicals. The second volume, now published, has reccived 


similar commendations. 





Tt. 


SLAVERY AND ANTI-SLAVERY 


A History of the great Struggle in both Hemispheres, with a view of 
the Slavery-question in the United States. Pp. 606, royal 12mo. 
Price, $1. . 

This work is designed to embody a great amount of historical in- 
formation in a single volume, conveniently arranged for reference. 
It contains fifty chapters, on as many distinct topics, embracing the 
most important facts in the political and ecclesiastical history of the 
contest, together with an account of the anti-slavery agitation ia 
England and the United States, up to the present time; the divisions 
among American abolitionists, and the various measures advocated 
among them; and closing with a brief discussion of the question, 
“What ought to be done?” The book is an atstract of several vo- 
jumes, besides the anti-slavery history of the last twetty years, a 
great part of which has never before been collected into any volume, 
but lies scattered in the newspapers of that period. The Table of 
Contents anda copious alphabetical index will facilitate a reference 
to particular facts and to dates, when desirable. 





TIT. 


THE AMERICAN SLAVE-CODE, IN THEORY AND 
PRACTICE. 


Its Distinctive Features shown by its Statutes, Judicial Decisions, 
and illustrative Facts. Pp. 430, 12mo. Price 75 cents, 


(From Hon. WittiaM Jay to the Author.) 


“Your analysis of the Slave-laws is very able, and your exhibi- 
tion of their practical application by the Southern courts evinces 
great andcareful research. * * * It is more easy to make than 
to refute a charge of exaggeration against a work of fiction, like Mrs. 
Stowe’s ; but your book is as impregnable against such a charge as 
‘Euclid’s Geometry,’ since, like that, it consists of propositions and 
demonstrations. The book is not only true, but it is unques- 
tionably true,” - 





IV. 


AMERICAN SLAVERY A FORMIDABLE OBSTACLE 
TO THE CONVERSION OF THE WORLD. 


A prize Tract of 24 pages. Price, $3 per 100 
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